2011 1st Quarter STD tables (Jan—Mar) — Missing and Unknowns - By county and state
Note: The number of case reports presented should be used for quality improvement only as the STD case report totals for this quarter might differ slightly from official case counts.

Total Total

Interview County County STD

completed STD Reports

('no' or Pre-test HIV HIV Internet | Sex while PID Pregnant = Reports | (male and

Age Race ‘pending’) RX counseling | testing | partners high (females) = (females) | (female) = female)
Not Total % Not Partners contacted per STD

COUNTY # % # | % # % # % # % # % % % # % # % contacted Partners contacted report
BEAVERHEAD ool 1 A 1 BEA o BN 2 33 2 33 3 50 2| 33 4 ooy - oo - 6 3 14 2n
BIG HORN OOl 12 44 18 67 15 56 17 63 18 67 26 [EBN 2c JEGN 21 PESH 22 a2 22 27 0 0 N/A
BLAINE OGN 3 288 10 w7z 9 69 11 [SSHN 11 §85) 13 00 13 JEO0) 1 EO0N - Eeem 12 13 1 1 [ 100 |
BROADWATER OfON 0 BON O [BOMN O JON 1 0N ! 00 1 oDy . oD : ool 1 ool 1 1 0 0 N/A
CARBON O/ NJA 0 | NA 0 N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0O NA O NA O NA O N/A O N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A
CARTER O/ NJA 0 | NA 0 N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0O NA O NA O NA O N/A O N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A
CASCADE 2§28 18 pE6} 29 | 26 21 pEoy 48 42 65 58 94 |83 94 83N cc ESN o PO 41 113 1 8 I
CHOUTEAU OOl o 0N o O O oM 1 OOy ! 00 1 jEGD) 1 jEoo] 1 pEooN 1 Ecom 1 1 0 0 N/A
CUSTER OMON 1 BN T SN o MON > [M22M 2 W22 o (67 o (67 4 .67 5 WMESM o 9 0 0 NIA
DANIELS O/ NJA 0 | NA 0 N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0O NA O NA O NA © N/A O N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A
DAWSON OMON 1 §250 1 2SN 2 (50 3 [7sM 3 7Sl s Bish s sl NN c mEOE 4 0 1o
DEER LODGE O/ NJA 0 | NA 0 N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0O NA O NA O NA © N/A 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A
FALLON O/ NJA 0 | NA 0 N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0O NA O NA O NA O N/A 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A
FERGUS 1025) 3 G754 NON < 0D < NON < 0D ¢ MDD < OO) : OON - mEmON Z 0 0 NIA
FLATHEAD OOl 18 '26F 12 7N ©6 BON 13 IO 16 p28) 50 (74 50 71 39 ESl 43 el 44 70 3 19 1.8
GALLATIN OOy 13 @8y 19 = 28 8 2] 14 2l 20 29 63 [E8) c2 el 35 e3N 42 |Eoon 42 68 1 3 33
GARFIELD O/ N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0O NA O NA O NA © N/A 0O N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A
GLACIER ool 7 |26 13 48 7 260 12 | 44 13| 48 23 |g8S) 22 JEIN 20 Ol 22 EoEN 2 22 27 0 1 0
GOLDEN VALLEY O/ N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0O NA O NA O NA © N/A O N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A
GRANITE OGN O BON O JNOMN O BON O [NONN O ON 1 jEOB) O BOW O NA O  NA 0 1 0 0 N/A
HILL ool 14 §250 19 34 8 [y 34 61 47§84y 52 el 53 esE 37 Rl 35 el 38 56 7 33 22
JEFFERSON OfoN o jom 1 50 0 o 1 50 1 50 2 [0 2 O8] 2 OOy : poom > 2 0 0 N/A
JUDITH BASIN O/ N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0  N/A 0 N/A 0 N/A NJA° 0 NA © N/A 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A
LAKE opoN s 2y 14 37 9 j24 22 58 24 63 31 4828 31 82N 23 jesl 1 e 32 38 0 1 0
LEWISANDCLARK OGN 7 B2l o9 | 27 7 2l 15 45 18 55 32 Ol 32 B 22 PEsl 22 ey 23 33 3 4 5
LIBERTY OOl 0 OB 2 G0N 2 B0 © PO 2 OO 2 o8 2 EEE O NA O N/A 0 2 0 0
LINCOLN ooy 3 38 2 25 2 25 2 250 2 25 5 | 63 4 50 6 [jEGgy © ool 6 8 4 26 I
MADISON O/ N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0O NA O NA 0 NA © N/A 0 N/A 0 0 0 0
MCCONE O/ N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0O NA O NA 0 NA © N/A 0 N/A 0 0 0 0
MEAGHER O/ N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0  N/A 0 N/A 0O NA O NA 0 NA © N/A 0 N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A
MINERAL ool 1 50 1 50 1 50 2 [JEG0) 2 |EG0 2 0§ - 00 2 OOy 2 |Econ 2 2 0 0 N/A
MISSOULA OON 343 31 | 27 17 @8y 58 51 68 60 102 |89l 101 8ol 6> el 1 Al @23 114 3 13 23
MUSSELSHELL OOl O 0N 1 G0N 1 o0 1 GOl ! G0 1 00} 1 EEE O NA O NA 0 1 0 0 N/A



Total Total

Interview County County STD
completed STD Reports
('no' or Pre-test HIV HIV Internet = Sex while PID Pregnant = Reports | (male and

Age Race ‘pending’) RX counseling | testing | partners high (females) = (females) | (female) = female)
Not Total % Not Partners contacted per STD

COUNTY # % # | % # % # % # % # % # % # % # % # % contacted Partners contacted report
PARK OfON o WoN 1 MGON o NoN 1 NNOON : MO0 : Mooy : jNeo : JNeON : WEOON - 1 0 0 NA OO
PETROLEUM 0 NJA 0 N/A 0 N/A 0 NA O N/A 0O NA O NA 0O NA O NA ©0 N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A
PHILLIPS 0 NJA 0 N/A 0 N/A 0 NA O N/A 0O NA O NA 0O NA O NA ©0 N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A
PONDERA 0 NJA 0 N/A 0 N/A 0 NA O N/A 0O NA O NA 0O NA O NA ©0 N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A
POWDER RIVER O/ NA 0 | NA 0 N/A 0 NA O N/A 0O NA O NA 0O NA O NA ©0 N/A 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A
POWELL ool 1 50 1 50 1 50 1 50 1 50 2 |09 > |jEo0] 1 ooy 1 [Ecom 1 2 0 0 N/A
PRAIRIE OO o OB o JNOMN O BON O O O PON 1 O8] 1 EEB O NA O N/A 0 1 0 0 N/A
RAVALLI ool 2 i s 28 o OB 7 39 13 720 15 8BSl 15 83N s [eom o eom 10 18 0 0 N/A
RICHLAND OOl 2 4 3 21N 2 A 3 2o 3 p2m 12 geel 10 71 s eol ©° [oom 9 14 8 42
ROOSEVELT ool 12| 44 22 8N 20 74 22 NI 22 B8l 25 e3) 25 PSSy 15 ooy 1s ool 18 27 0 1
ROSEBUD 18N 7 P28 7 238 8 [260 10 32 9 29 22 71 22 (71 19 S5l 20 ool 20 31 2 4
SANDERS OOl o OB 1 7N 1 @@ 1 pEAN 3 50 4 67 3| 50 5 o8y > Eoow 5 6 0 1
SHERIDAN ool 1 50 2 ey : 50 2 o0y 2 [f00 > EO0) - |EO0] : ooy 1 |Ecol 1 2 0 0
SILVER BOW ool 11 55 8 40 7 35 8 40 11 55 15 §758 14 |70 18 [JEO0N 12 |ECol 18 20 0 3
STILLWATER O/ NJA 0 | NA 0 N/A 0 NA O N/A 0O NA O NA 0O NA O NA ©0 N/A 0 0 0 0
SWEET GRASS O/ N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0 NA O N/A 0O NA O NA 0O NA O NA ©0 N/A 0 0 0 0
TETON OMON O MON 2 67 o WON 2 (67 2 ‘67 3 OOl OO G EOON : BEON ! 3 0 0
TOOLE ONON o MON 3 SN 2 50 3 75 4 NN 4 EOO < OO c DN c mEON 4 0 0
TREASURE 0 NJA 0 N/A 0 N/A 0 NA O N/A 0O NA O NA O NA O NA ©0 N/A 0 0 0 0
VALLEY OOl 1 §250 1 250 1 @258 1 258 1 §258 2 50 2 | 50 3 OOy : |Ecom 3 4 0 0
WHEATLAND O/ N/A 0 | NA 0 N/A 0 NA O N/A 0O NA O NA O NA O NA ©0 N/A 0 0 0 0
WIBAUX OMON © HOB O MNOMN O MON i WEOON : HOD : jEODN : EODJ @ BEOON : BEON ! 1 0 1
YELLOWSTONE 1 26 . 35 - 31 . 68 50 93 - 128 . 126 . 103 . 109 - 110 135 12 71
fMontana 5 208 279 32 193 393 45 487 56 754 743 561 599 608 869 48 247

*23 STD cases not shown in table because of missing county data.

**670 partners not shown in table because of missing county data.

§Analysis of partner disposition data provides a crude measure for how successful the local public heatlh agency is in contacting and appropriately treating the sexual partners of STD cases. Conducting statewide data linkages between
individual STD cases and their sexual partners is not yet possible; therefore, the number of partner dispositions per STD case is used as a proxy for the number of successful partner notifications and treatments per STD case.
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Color key

Partners
<0.8 partners per total STD cases
0.8-0.99 partners per total STD cases
21.0 partners per total STD cases



